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Below Is a communication from the EXAMINER In charge of this application 
COMMISSIONER OP PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 



JO&HE PERIOD FOR RESPONSE: 
a ) ^TTextended to run 



ADVISORY ACTION 



i to run 3 "K" f. 



. from the date of the final rejection 



°) Q expires three months from the date of the final rejection or as of the mailing date of this Advisory Action, whichever is later. In no 
event however, will the statutory period for the response expire later than six months from the date of the final rejection. 

Any extension of time must be obtained by filing a petition under 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a), the proposed response and the appropriate fee. 
The date on which the response, the petition , and the fee have been filed is the date of the response and also the date for the 
purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. Any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 . 1 7 will be calculated from the date of the originally set shortened statutory period for response or as set forth in b) above. 

□ Appellant's Brief is due in accordance with 37 CFR 1.192(a). 

plicant's response to the final rejection, filed . has been considered with the following effect, but it is not deemed 

to place the application in condition for allowance: 

1 ■ | [ The proposed amendments to the daim and /or specification will not be entered and the final rejection stands because: 

a. (~ J There is no convincing showing under 37 CFR 1 .1 16(b) why the proposed amendment is necessary and was not earlier 

presented. 

b. □ They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search. (See Note). 

c. O They raise the issue of new matter. (See Note). 

d. I - J They are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the issues for 

appeal. 

e. O They present additional claims without cancelling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
NOTE: 



. would be allowed if submitted in a separately filed amendment cancelling 



2. [~ J Newly proposed or amended daims- 

the non-allowable claims. 

3. Uuu n the filing an appeal, the proposed amendment /S^milLbe entered O will not be entered and the status of the daims will 
be as follows: 

Claims allowed: 



Claims objected to: y^'" -^v, 

Claims rejected: f ? _CY - C >j £ 7 - Ctf 

However; 

0""Kpplicant's response has overcome the following rejection(s): . 



4. j - ] The affidavit, exhibit or request for reconsideration has been considered but does not overcome the rejection because . 



5. J - J The affidavit or exhibit will not be considered because applicant has not shown good and sufficent reasons why it was not earlier 
presented. 

|~ J The proposed drawing correction £ ] has O has not been approved by the examiner. 
□ Other 



PTOL-303 (REV. 5-89) 
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Claims 47 to 68 are pending in the instant application. 
Upon the filing of an appeal the amendment filed 30 June of 1994 
under 37 C. F. R. § 1.116 will be entered and claims 47 and 64 will 
be amended and claims 54, 55 and 62 will be canceled as requested 
therein. 

The objection to the instant specification and the rejection 
of claims 54, 55 and 62 under 35 U. S. C. § 112, first paragraph, 
will be withdrawn upon entry of the amendment filed 30 June of 
1994. 

Applicant's arguments filed 30 June of 1994 have been fully 
considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive. These 
arguments are a recapitulation of the arguments which were 
answered at length in Paper Number 24 and which were found 
unpersuasive for the reasons given therein. The fact that 

Cousens et. al. described the linkers of subsequent fusion 
proteins as "hinge" linkers does not change the fact that the 
fusion proteins described in the working examples of the priority 
application contained flexible linkers to facilitate cleavage. 
The linker employed therein clearly meets Applicant's definition 
of a "hinge region" as presented on pages 6 and 7 of the instant 
specification. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to John D. 
Ulm at telephone number (703) 308-4008. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 9:00 AM to 5:30 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, G. D. Draper can be 
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reached on (703) 308-4232. 
is (708) 305-3014. 



The fax phone number for this group 



Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application should be directed to the Group receptionist 
whose telephone number is (703) 308-0196. 



John D. Ulm 
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